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Claims 1, 4, 5,md 10 - 12 have beec amende 
Claims 2. 3, 6 - 9. axsd 13 have been ca:v eL d 

The Office acUon dated April 24, 2007, na-s been car^nsllx' considered. Further 
exai-ninaLoo arsd je-onsidsr&tion of the tejection of amended claims 1, 4, 5, and 10 ~ 12 m-e 
respectfully jisquested. 

The j^jecaon of cMms i . 4, 5, and ID - 12 under 35 US.C. 103(a) as bemg unpatentable 
over U.S, Psisnt 4,345,256 to Rainwater in view of Belyanskii et al. (RU 2165582 C2) in view of 
U.S. Patent 2,659,S1S to Ton-ey and further in view of U.S. Patent 432L572 to Studer et al. is 

respectfully traversed . 

Clmm I mckm '"a-^ .^a-tcnna horn connected . lo s ud shaft, wherein said anienna horn is 
ro-AiSil hv tajd ihaft or s ce.filral axis of said shaft." Thjs aspect ip not descnbed by Rainwater, 
which addressee a direcnonsd hom antenna mounted on a gimbal which rotates on a pedestal. 
There is no mdication of ho%v the pedestal is powered, and otie would be justified in assuming 
that motor power would be delivered oti-axis in keeping with the prior art, as is the case with 
Belyanski. Consequently the statement characterizing Rainwater on page 2 of the April 24. 
2ihr i'-'Ci ( xLV(Ki i.s >n^-Cv.\iritte smcc e.cment 40 shown in Fsg. 2 of R'^^r.x^ato; s does not 
repivNC>\? r.iOioi and i) '.o.is to teach a hollow shaft capable of rotation. What the April 24* 
Office action refereuces is i^e rotatabie pedestal of Rainwater which in distijiguishable from 
applicatits' rotatabie shaft thai applicant's claim 1 recites. 

Belyanski, as disciissed in pievioiis response papei^^ discloses aii off-axis orientation. 

Torrey discloijes a sliding mechanisn^ for positioning an anlennd l^orn m a coc'rdrf=ate 
plane. It is teadily eviderit that Torrey po:5es no space <?yv3ng contlguratior a-; u :? designed for- 
and take.>> ap ^hc ontirj sp^ce of the interior of the nose or a pkris?. 

Thu>, -the conibin:itiOB of Rainwater, Belyan.ski and Ton^y fails to make applicant's ckim 
1 onx 'ou: ^.■lce the combination fails to teach or suggest a rotatabie hoHow shaft disposed 
coaxliH) \Mdi an atstenna horfj according to applicant's claim 1. 

In addition to the pjrvjously pointed out elements missing from Rainwater, it is noted that 
the cited reterences provide no basis for combining elements in a manner to yield that which is 
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reciiefi i?? ciaim !. Moreo\or, Belyanski teaches off-axis disposal, and Rainwater, sans hollow 
arsd roUitabL^ shaft, is siieni f>u any motor arrangement, in fact no motor is mentioned at aJI. 

The examiner has cited Tormy to show a conductor connected to an antenna horn, 
however, this not the case. Toney merely discloses a wave guide connected to a horn atitenjia 
with no specific disclosunj o( a conductor connected to an anlenrui hoi-n. 

In icLi'L fhe oombisKJ teferesiceji fan ssiort of tcaciiing apphcunts' invention as clrdmed. 
Further, the combir^ation does not make the invention as recited in claims 1- 10 obvious, 
especially given the lack of e\'identiar>' basis for elements discussed herein. For all of the 
reasons outlined herein, it is submitted that claim 1 is patentably distinct from the cited art. 

Claims 2-10 are dependent fix>m claim I and merely recite limitations in addition thereto. 
These claims are likev^isc suliniitted as heiug p:stonL5p:v di 4i;3c} from ihe chcd ml. 

The rejection of cld-ns 1-10 under 35 [i.S.C. U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpateniable over 
U.S. Paieiu i 3^5 J5b to Rir.iw;.iter in view of Belyanski, et al. (RU 21655S2 C2) in view of U.S. 
Patent 2, 6.^9,818 to Torrey and fmther in view of U,S. Patent 4,321,572 to Studer et al is 
respectfiiHy traversed. 

It is submitted that Smder adds nothing to the combination of Rainwater, Belyanski and 
Toney that v^ould allow 3s>y combination of these references to teach, suggest or make obvious 
the inventio-j as now raoiUx.i ir; claim 1. The combination of referersces as pouitcd out abose, 
respect to Kainsvater. Sel\an>,ki and Torrey fad to teach suggest or make obxious a rotatabie 
hollow shafi; disposed coaxially with an antenna hom according to applicant's claim 1, Nothing 
in Stud^T would indicate otherwise. Moiresover, Studer discioses yet another off-axis orientation. 
Claims U-13 are dependent Irom claim i and merely incite limitations in addition thereto. 
These claims are likewise submitted as being paientably distinct torn the cited art of Rainwater, 
Belyanski, Studer. To.rrey or any combination thereof. 

In viexv of thf-. amendment and rera^ifki. fhi- ca:^e is submraed as being in a corulition for 
allowance, AppUcaRi^ theiefoie re.spectfully request that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued 
in tliis case. 
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